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the presence of the parties and their employees, valid accord-
ing to a decision of the Tennessee Supreme Court, could not
be challenged in Mississippi at the dornkil of the insured/*3
The Supreme Court expressly recognizes that a state cannot
enlarge the obligations of the parties to accord with every
statutory policy.16 While similar reasonings may normally be
based also on the Full Faith and Credit Clause, the Due
Process Clause can be used to cover the observance of the law
of foreign countries.
American repugnance to the use of the exception. Fortu-
nately, American writers17 and courts are more reluctant than
all others to avail themselves of this exception. The has
been clarified by frank emphasis on the independent reasons
of policy supporting conflicts law.
"There surely is a policy both of good morals and com-
mercial stability in giving legal effect to agreement lawfully
made. To deny enforcement to the foreign made contract
makes the state of the forum a shelter for those who refuse
to perform their legal obligations. Unlike the cases where a
court refuses relief to persons in pan delicto, such a rule
penalizes the obligor who, by hypothesis3 was doing nothing
forbidden by law when and where his contract was made.
Both morality and expediency are opposed to such a con-
clusion. Fortunately we may say with high confidence that
this attitude is passing ... we become not only less
towards other people's food and customs, but of their
institutions as well5718
English courts are more impressed by regard for interna-
tional comity, requiring the recognition of the                  of
15 Hartford Accident & Indemnity Co. v. Delta & Pine Land Co, (1934)
292 U. S. 143,
16Id. at 14.95 Home Insurance Co. v. Didk (1930) 281 U. S. 397^ 407-!.
17 3 BEALE 1651 agrees with the protest: the resort to the exception "should
be extremely limited. This is especially true between the           of the United
States."
13 GOODRICH, 36 W. Va, L. Q., supra a. s, at 171,